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I. INTRODUCTION

In this contested disciplinary matter, respondent Michael Thomas Stoller (Respondent) is
charged with two counts of misconduct in a single matter. Respondent is charged with willfully
violating (1) Business and Professions Code’ section 6103 (failure to obey a court order) and
(2) section 6068, subdivision (0)(3) (failure to report judicial sanctions).

The court finds, by clear and convincing evidence, that Respondent is culpable as
charged. In view of Respondent’s misconduct and the evidence in aggravation and mitigation,
the court recommends that Respondent be suspended for two years, that execution of that
suspension be stayed, that he be placed on probation for two years, and that he be actually

suspended for six months and until he complies with the underlying sanctions order.
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! Unless otherwise indicated, all references to section(s) are to the Business and
Professions Code.



II. PERTINENT PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Office of Chief Trial Counsel of the State Bar of California (OCTC) filed a Notice of
Disciplinary Charges (NDC) on October 13, 2017. Respondent filed a response to the NDC on
November 15, 2017.

On February 9, 2018, a one-day trial was held during which the parties filed an amended
“Stipulation as to Facts and Admission of Documents” (stipulation). On F ebruary 28, 2018, the
parties filed closing briefs, and the court took the case under submission for decision.

III. FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
A. Jurisdiction

Respondent was admitted to the practice of law in California on December 10, 1985, and
has been a member of the State Bar of California since that time.
B. Findings of Fact

The following findings of fact are based on the stipulation and the documentary and
testimonial evidence admitted at trial.

Respondent represented Mara Manos in Make It Nice, LLC v. Mara Manos (Super. Ct.
L.A. County, No. 16B0019) in 2016. Lane M. Nussbaum represented the plaintiff in that matter.

On June 30, 2016, Respondent notified Mr. Nussbaum of an ex parte hearing on July 1,
2016, at 8:30 a.m. in Los Angeles County Superior Court. Mr. Nussbaum appeared on that date
and time to find that Respondent had not filed a motion. Mr. Nussbaum later discovered that
Respondent had withdrawn his notice via email at 12:47 a.m. on July 1, 2016. In this July 1,
2016 email to Mr. Nussbaum, Respondent wrote: “The ex parte set for tomorrow is being
withdrawn and reset for Tuesday July 5, 2016. I apologize for the late notice but was in trial in

Oakland and did not get back until late due to plane delays. Thank You.”






